Disproportionate Minority Contact (DMC) in the Tarrant County Juvenile Justice System
Melinda R. Ward

Tarrant County Juvenile Probation Department

Introduction Rates by Race: 2011-2015

Racial Distribution of the Tarrant County

. . . . Juvenile Population Referral Rate by Race AITESE RES (o} RE6E This analysis has identified several contact points Iin
Disproportionate Minority Contact (DMC) Is a Lo y . . P
e the Tarrant County Juvenile Justice System where

prevalent problem throughout the juvenile justice o - OMC existe:

system. This analysis provides a thorough overview o g oo 1 African Amer 4 Hi _ o+

of DMC In Tarrant County at multiple juvenile justice A - - AlTitah AMETitan and Hispanic youth Were
system contact points. Each contact point was 200 s disproportionately ref_erred to TCJS when
analyzed over a five-year period (2011-2015). The o M N TS T = s compared to Caucasian youth.

o Hispanic and African American youth were

L consistently overrepresented in the number of In-
custody referrals. In the most recent years under

analysis, Asian youth were significantly more
likely to recelve an in-custody referral when

Background . P compared to Caucasian youth.
el | - o African American youth were consistently
G | I I H . - underrepresented in diversionary programs
“Disproportionate Minority Contact is the rate of L 0 0 offered at TCJS. This finding applied to Hispanic

2011 2012 2013 2014 2015 2011 2012 2013 2014 2015

contact with the juvenile justice system among e - youth as well in 2015.

juveniles of a specific minority group that Is i Youth from all races received DPP at similar rates.
significantly different than the rate of contact for | Petitioned Rate by Race Delinquent/Violated Rate by Race Probation/Modification Rate by Race :f African American and Hispanic youth were

whites (i.e., non-Hispanic Caucasians) or for other ' detained at significantly higher rates than

minority groups” (OJJDP, 2009). OJJDP has o " Caucasian youth.
developed a five-phase model for methodically e ° ’ e African American and Hispanic youth were
addressing DMC. The first stage Is to identify where . ° P L petitioned at higher rates than Caucasian youth.
I and to what degree DMC exists o P : - Youth from all races were found delinquent or in
A/ In the system. This analysis e ; o o violation at similar rates.

Ongoing Diagnosis Se rVGS a.S th e I d e ntlfl Catl O n % w _ 3 2011 2012 2013 2014 2015 2011 2012 2013 2014 2015 2011 2012 2013 2014 2015 S T h e re WaS n Ot any d I S p rO pO rtl O n ate m I n O rlty

‘ DMC Reduction
Activities >

7;(F PHASE.H | phase Of DMC in the Tarrant ~ . m Caucasian mBlack or African American  m Hispanic or Latino  m Asian m Caucasian  mBlack or African American  ® Hispanic or Latino m Caucasian  mBlack or African American  ®m Hispanic or Latino x Contact in regard to the number Of youth receiving
Evaluation Intervention E g ' e . - . . .
County Juvenile Justice SyStem' Placement Rate by Race TJID Commitment Rate by Race JJAEP Referral Rate by Race a modification to an ?XIStmg term or new term of
court-ordered probation.
9. African American and Hispanic youth were placed
at lower rates compared to Caucasian youth.
Sample

10.In general, African American youth were
s overrepresented in the number of yout
h 4 * committed to TJJD.
Referrals to Tarrant County Juvenile Services (TCJS) S 11.There was a consistent trend of minori

between 20 11 and 20 15 ; 2 2011 2012 2013 2014 2015 2011 2012 2013 2014 2015 2011 2012 2013 2014 2015 : Overreprese ntatlon In JJAEP referrals-

H Caucasian  EBlack or African Americans B Hispanic or Latinos m Caucasian  mBlack or African Americans B Hispanic or Latino m Caucasian  mBlack or African American  ® Hispanic or Latino

LN TS
T

# of Juveniles
# of Referrals per 1,000 Juveniles
# of In-Custody Referrals per 100
Referrals

fln dln gS from thIS StU dy prOV| d e a foun d a.tl On for : ». = Caucasian ® Black/African-American ~ ® Hispanic/Latino ®Asian m Other m Caucasian  mBlack or African American  ® Hispanic or Latino
assessment and, ultimately, the development of e
Interventions to alleviate DMC in Tarrant County:.

o A

v

3

Diversion Rate by Race Deferred Prosecution Probation Rate by Race Detention Rate by Race

i P
—
SNt

(o)) ~l
o o
N
o

a
o
w
ol

i

o
w
o

w

o
N
o

N

o
[N
(6]

# of Diversions per 100 Referrals
H
o

# Placed on DPP per 100 Referrals
# of Detentions per 100 Referrals
N
ol

=
o

80

70

# Petitioned per 100 Referrals

# Delinquent/Violated per 100 Petitions

# Probations per 100 Delinquent/Violated
Findings

YT
= Lo

N
o

=
(00}

=
(ep]

=

(o]

H

i
H
i

Methodology

[EnY
N

=

N

=
o

# of Commitments per 100 Eligible for
Commitment
|_\
o

# Placed per 100 Delinquent/Violated Findings
# of JJAEP Referrals per 10,000 Juveniles

Contact Points
« Referral Delinquent/Violated A . e

Arrest —indings Relative Rate Index Future Research
Diversion Drobation/Modification | c "
PP Dlacement SRR RRI values that cause DMC concern can Relative Rate Index Values Relative Rate Index: 2015

Detention TJJID ; be greater than 1 or less than 1. African All

This analysis of the identification phase of the DMC research
= e _ Area of concern Decision stages or contact points Contact Point American | Hispanic Vinorities model has identified areas for assessment, intervention, and
Petition/Charges Filed JIAEP s There are contact points where a lower
e RRI suggests a disadvantage (i.e., Arrests

Referrals to Juvenile Court 3.76 1.26 1.90 : o : evaluati()n WOrk.
indicates the youth received a more Referrals to juvenile court

Juvenile Arrests 1.36 1.31 134|  EEEeiE Suggested contact points for further analysis include:
Cases involving secure detention Cases Diverted 0.78 0.86 082|  EEE « Referrals for African American and Hispanic youth

.. : - G tioned —— : . : :
restrictive dISpOSItlon). ases petone Cases Resulting in DPP 0.83 1.10 0.95 e Arrests for HISpamC and African American yOUth, and

The RRI value specifies If and to what degree : More than 1.00 | Cases resulting in delinquency/violated
- L C lving S ' .32 .20 1.26 : : : :
The red numbers in the table represent findings ases Involving Secure Detention 1 1 . . Diversion programs for African American youth

disproportionate contact exists at each contact point. statistically significant results. Cases resulting in placement Cases Petitioned 1.22 1.26 1.23 o This data i t intended t A i i £ -
RRI| = The rate of minority youth at the juvenile justice system contact point g . Anindex of 2.00 indicates that the minority Cases resulting in commitment to TJJD Cases Resulting in S IS dala IS Not Intenaea to suggest or proviae eviaence or racia

. . . L _ Referrals to JJJAEP Delinquent/Violated Findings - - . bias or explain, to any degree, the various factors that contribute
The rate of white youth at the juvenile justice system contact point Gl group has a rate two times greater than Cases Resulting in 5
The rate used in the RRI calculation is based upon activity in e the majority group; 0.50 indicates the e ——

Relative Rate Index (RRI)

St

0.9 1.01 1.00 to disproportionate contact. A number of complex decisions and

the preceding stage S o h fe tWo ti gzzgz g:‘égggg | o DPP Cases Resulting in Placement 0.68 0.73 07| [ events impact DMC. Through continued research, Tarrant
' o T IR NS el Liell= o) Wiiss Less than 1.00 156 152 County will contribute to the statewide and national movements

Cases resulting in probation TJJD Commitments
toward reducing DMC In the juvenile justice system.

WS

o A

greater than the minority group. Referrals to JJAEP

r ‘zu,{“

= N
>
v

**Insufficient number of cases for analysis




